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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE PROFESsTON Will do well to take note that a large number 
of actions set down in the Chancery Cause-books will most 
probably be transferred to the Queen’s Bench Division before the 
commencement of the next sittings. Should such a transfer take 
_ notice will, no doubt, be given at the earliest possible 
ate, but it will be well to remember the possibility of this 
transfer before briefs are delivered. 





TsE Postion of the two junior judges of the High Court is, 
at the present time of the year, by no means an enviable one, 
since it generally involves the business, not only of the Long 
Vacation, but also of the Northern Summer Circuit, where the 
business is always longer than elsewhere. Mr. Justice Nort 
has left Linco to undertake the vacation business in London, 
leaying the whole of the business of the circuit to be concluded 
by Mr, Justice Day, who will in turn be called upon to sit as 
Vacation Judge during the latter half of the vacation. 





Mr. Justice Norra had before him on Wednesday last a 
heavy paper, consisting of upwards of eighty petitions and 
motions. He sat at half-past ten to hear a batch of summonses, 
and, continuing on until seven o’clock, disposed of the greater 
portion of this unprecedently heavy paper, but many applications 
must have remained unheard on Wednesday evening if the appli- 
eation for a sequestration against the Channel Company had given 
rise to any protracted argument. 





THE EXCITING INCIDENT of a sentence of fine and imprison- 
ment inflicted by Mr. Justice Lawson on the High Sheriff and 
ex-Lord Mayor of the City of Dublin for contempt of court, does 
not seem likely to give rise to any legal difficulty. There can be 
no doubt that the articles in the Freeman’s Journal, as to the 
alleged packing of the jury, and the misconduct of the jurors at 
the recent trial, fell strictly within the definition of contempt of 
court, as directly tending to bring the administration of justice 
into contempt, while the fact that the person responsible for those 
articles filled the office of high sheriff could not but aggravate the 

vity of the offence. Collisions between judges and sheriffs are 
ortunately of rare occurrence, it being just twenty-two ycars 
since the late Lord Chief Justice of England fined the High 
Sheriff of Surrey £500 for publishing a placard, in which he had 
charged the other judge of assize (the present Lord Buacksurn) 
with illegal conduct in excluding the public from the Assize 
Court at Guildford. 





; Siz Joun SmAte, who died on Sunday last, at the age of 
* seventy-seven, within twelve months from his resignation of the 
post of Chief Justice of Hong Kong, was one of the old genera- 
re of Law Reporters, a body which is fast dying out. The 
only representatives of the original “ authorized” reporters now 
on the bench are Lord Bracksven,' Mr. Justice Kay, and Mr. 


 < Justice Cave, although in former times such law reporting has 
| frequently proved to be a stepping-stone to the bench, as illus- 
_ trated by such names as Buackstonz, CamPBeEt, Bosanquer, 





Taunton, Crtsswern, Anpsrson,; Saapwsit, Jenvis, atid 
Crompton, Sir J; mene toate one of the instances of 
high position being obtained bya lawyer whose career 
was commenced in the other branch of the profession. It miay be 
—— hae gp age Kexyon, —— were 
origi solicitors, among the t j ustices 
Freup nt Manisty have also ised in — 
Mr. Justice HAawxius served his term as an articled clerk, as 
also Sir Joun Meio and the late Sir Jonw Hotxen and Sir 
Joun KaRsnAkeE. 


— voip se duit 





THE ANNUAL RETURN of the particulars of receipts and expen- 
diture of the High Court of Justice and Court of Appeal (issued 
pursuant to the Judicature Act, 1875), and of the Court of 
home jugs’ | and of the Land , has only recently been 
issued. The return is for the year ending the 31st of March, 1882. 
In the Chancery Division the principal receipts consist of the 
usual fictitious item of ‘‘ Dividends and interest which would 
have arisen from the stock transferred to the National Debt 
Commissioners under the provisions of the Courts of Justice 
(Salaries and Funds) Act, 1869, if such stock had not been 
cancelled,” and of £11,248 for brokerage, £14,458 for fe 
of taxation, £10,435 for lunacy percentages, and £66 
stamps in lieu of fees. The total of these receipts is £207,1 
and the total decrease of receipts on the year is £15,78 


payments include £60,921 for salaries of judges, £14,482 Taos 


annuities of judges, £157,925 for salaries of officers, ke. 

for serivenery and printing, and £31,754 for compensa C, 
to officers. The total expenditure of the-Chancery Divisio 
is £290,305, and the net increase of expenditure » 
division over that of the previous year is £2,682. In the 
Gueen’s Bench Division the total receipts were £119,611, and 
the expenditure £201,043. In this division there is an increase 
of £3,196 in receipts, and a decrease of £8,721 in expenditure, In 
Probate and Divorce business the total receipts amount to 
£136,259, and the expenditure to £166,057. Admiralty 
accounts given separately, and show receipts amounting 
to £7,478, and expenditure to £17,968. The district = 
trars received £25,235, and expetided £20,922, For all divi- 
sions of the High Court the receipts amounted toa total of 
£495,759 178, 10d., and the expenditure to £696,297 5s., —** 
a net cost to the country for this part of the administration 
civil justice of upwards of £200,000. The receipts of the Court 
of Bankruptcy were £112,718, and the i was 
£107,521. A heavy balance on the wrong side appears in the 
return as to the Land Registry, where the fees received amounted 
to £840 3s. 10d., and the expenditure to £6,050 12s, 11d, 





THE LoNG-ExPectEp General Order under a 
Remuneration Act, 1881, has now been published, is given 
at length in another column. It is to take effect from and after 
the 31st of December next, and it is not to apply to transactions 
—— operty where the title has been 
the 25 & 26 Vict. c. 53, 25 & 26 Vict. c. 67, or 38 & 39 Vict. c. 
87. Part 1 of schedule 1 relates to sales, and mort- 

ages, and part 2 to leuses, or agreetients for leases, at rack-rent 
(other than mining or building leases), various rules being speci 
applicable to each scale, —2 2 relates to * ty 
perusing of deeds, wills, to other business not 
—— 1, and to business which is thereby provided for but 


which is not, in fact, completed. Other —— 
contained in the order. — eopies 
course of business, the rem ion for them being provi 


. 








654 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Aug. 19, 1882. 











in the order, are to b> the property of the client. The remunera- 
tion provided for by —8 1 is not to include stamps, counsel’s 
fees, auctioneer’s or valuer’s charges, travelling expenses, search 
fees, or other reasonable and proper disbursements, nor extra 
work occasioned by the death or insolvency of a party, but it is to 
include stationer’s charges, parchment, and copying. Where 
business is “‘ by special exertion carried through in an exceptionally 
short space of time,” additional remuneration may be allowed to 
the solicitor. A solicitor may accept from the client security for 
the amount to become due, and he may charge interest at four 
per cent. after the expiration of a month from the demand upan 
the client. 





Tue supGment of the House of Lords in Kinlock vy. The 
Secretary of State for India in Council (30 W. R. 845) is the 
termination of a litigation which dates from the time of the 
Indian Mutiny. There are many barristers still in practice who 
were fortunate enough to hold briefs in the great Banda and 
Kirwee Booty case before the late Dr. Lusurneron in 1866. It 
may be remembered that an Order in Council had transferred to 
the Court of Admiralty the duty of ascertaining the persons 
entitled to share in the property captured in the towns of Banda 
and Kirwee in 1857, and that Dr. Lusuixerown decided in favour 
of the personal representatives of Lord Ciype and his staff, and 
of the officers and men under the command of Sir GrorcE 
Warrtock. By a subsequent Royal Warrant her Majesty granted 
to the Secretary of State for India for the time being all the 
booty captured at or in Banda and Kirwee, and its proceeds, “ in 
trust for the use of” all the persons interested, to whom it has 
been adjudged by the Court of Admiralty, “such booty and 
proceeds to be distributed by our Secretary of State for India in 
Council for the time being, or by any other person or persons he 
may appoint.” The plaintiff, who had been an Army chaplain 
attached to Sir G. Wurrtocx’s column, sued the Secretary of 
State, alleging that a great part of the fund had not been dis- 
tributed, and that the accounts which had been furnished were 
inaccurate. A demurrer to the statement of claim had been 
overruled by Vice-Chancellor Hatt, but his judgment was 
reversed by the Court of Appeal. The plaintiff’s counsel founded 
his claim to relief upon the words of the Royal Warrant, as 
creating an express trust, and, therefore, rendering the Secretary 
of State liable to account. The respondent’s counsel were not 
heard, and the Lord Chancellor went very fully into the question 
of the trust. He first pointed to the circumstance that the Royal 
Warrant had not described the then Secretary of State for India 
by name, but merely as the Secretary of State “in Council,” and 
“ for the time being,” as negativing the presumption of a trust. 
Again, the Court of Admiralty had determined only what classes 
of forces were to share in the booty, and in what proportions 
inter se, the Crown having reserved to itself the question of the 
scale of distribution among the respective ranks. The powers 
given by the Royal Warrant to the Secretary of State, and 
especially that of determining disputed claims, pointed to an 
intention to make him an agent for the Crown rather than to 
constitute him a trustee subject to the jurisdiction of the Chan- 
cery Division. Lord O’Hacan pointed out that there was no 
precedent for a court of equity assuming jurisdiction over such 
a fund, that there was “no magic in the word ‘trust,’” and that 
the fund must get out of the possession of the Crown before any 
equitable jurisdiction could arise, but that the Royal Warrant did 
not involve any transfer of it. Lord Bracxsvugn rested his 
decision upon the short point that the Secretary of State was 
simply made an agent for the Crown to distribute the fund when 
he was satisfied that the claims upon it were well founded. 








From a parliamentary return issued this week it appears that the number 
of persons imprisoned in Ireland under the Protection Act on the 3ist of Jaly 
last was 170. Of these 52 were confined in Kilmsioham, 39 in Enoiskillen, 
32 in Galway, 21 in Dandalk, 14 in Naas, and 12 in Kilkenny Gaol. The 
greater number of the prisoners sre suspected of being guilty of murder ; o‘her 
offences for which suspicion is enterteined agrinst the remainder being incita- 
tion to murder, shooting and wounding, uclawfal assembly, the posting of and 
sending of threatening noticce, intimidation, and arson. 





COMMUNICATION BETWEEN SOLICITOR 
AND CLIENT IN PRESENCE OF A THIRD 
PERSON. 


Tue doctrine that ional communications made to legal 
advisers are confidential and privil is well established in 
English law. Whether, however, the term “ privileged com- 
munication,” often used in reference to this doctrine, is the best 
that could have been selected, is doubtful, when we consider that 
the natural meaning of the words “ privileged communication ” 
is, that the subject-matter of the communication is in itself 
privileged, not that the communication is one which may, or may 
not, be privileged, according to the class of persons present when 
it is made. This ambiguity in the term itself seems to have left 
the exact limits of the operation of the rule as to privi 
communications somewhat undefined, and it is to the question 
what are the exact limits of this rule that we wish to direct 
attention. 

Now one of the commonest things, indeed an every-day occur- 
ence among the lower middle class, is for clients to consult their 
solicitors in company with a friend. The presence of a third 
person seems to give them the courage needful for so formidable 
an interview. What is the position of this third person in regard 
to ‘‘ privileged communications”? He is present at the consulta- 
tion, and becomes acquainted with all the points in the client’s 
case. The client is protected from disclosing any communication 
made by him to his legal adviser, and his legal adviser is not 
permitted, save with his client’s consent, to make known any such 
communication. May the third person present at the interview, 
in the character of a friend, disclose information thus obtained ? 
Is it a wholly “ privileged communication,” or is it a communica- 
tion privileged only as between solicitor and client strictly? 
Before we attempt to answer this question, let us state a case which 
recently came under our notice. 

A testator who had made a valid will leaving all his — f 
to a brother, was near death, and desired to make anot 
The village schoolmaster, A., and his son, B., were called in, and 
a will leaving everything to D.,a sister of the testator (who was 
keeping house for him), was drawn up and executed. The 
testator died, and D., accompanied by A., went to a neighbouring 
solicitor to instruct him to obtain probate of the second will. 
The solicitor put certain questions to A., and, finding that the 
will had been irregularly attested, he declined to act in the 
matter. Subsequently the brother of the testator brought to the 
same solicitor the first will, and this having been properly 
executed, the solicitor undertook to get it proved. Probate of the 
first will was opposed, on the ground that it was revoked by a 
subsequent will, and the action was remitted by the Probate 
Court to the assizes for trial. On the trial of the action the 
solicitor who was acting for the brother was called, and evidence 
of what passed between him and D. and A. was objected to, on 
the ground of privilege. D. on being called swore that she was 
in and out of the room at the time the will was executed, and did 
not see it signed, but knew they were signing it; and as to what 
passed at the solicitor’s office, she claimed privil B., the son 
of A., swore that the will was properly attested. A. swore the 
same, and on being cross-examined as to what passed at the 
solicitor’s office, counsel for D. claimed privilege. e judge was 
inclined to think that there was privilege, and so ruled, but 
reserved the point at the request of counsel. It was never 
cleared up, as the case was compromised. Here, thea, wo have 
a case where the whole issue depended upon the question of 
privilege or no privilege. No doubt it is a case which can 
very seldom arise, but still it seems strange that the text-books 
contain no reference to any single case bearing directly upon the 
presence of a third person present at an interview between 
solicitor and client. 

If, however, we may apply the rules of common sense to 
such a case, we should be inclined to say that, if a client wished 
his communications with his solicitor to be secret, he should 
take measures to secure their privacy. It seems difflcult 


to draw a distinction between such a case and that of a client 
saying something in a loud voice to his solicitor in court, so that 
it may be overheard by a dozen other people. And surely, if this — 
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occurred, the mouths of a dozen people could not be stopped. 
The only decision which seems to be at all near the case in point 
is that of Fountain v. Young (6 Esp. 113), where it was held that 
a communication made to one who was not a solicitor, under the 
mistaken idea that he was one, was not privileged. Whether this 
would be still considered to be good law is, perhaps, doubtful, but 
if it goes rather far in declaring that privilege cannot be extended 
in cases of mistake, it seems, at any rate, to lay down the principle 
that the doctrine of privilege must not be carried beyond the strict 
limit of solicitor and client. At the same time there is, doubtless, 
much to be said in favour of the view that communications 
between a client and his solicitor are absolutely privileged. 
But considering the doubt which exists in the matter, solicitors 
will do well to caution clients who consult them in company with 
a friend, as to the possibility of danger in this respect, for it may 
easily happen that matters disclosed in consultation should be 
made the foundation of purely vexatious litigation. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE, 


45 Vict. c. 9—ANn Act To AMEND THE DocuMENTARY 
Evipence Act, 1868, AnD oTHER ENACTMENTS RELATING 
TO THE EVIDENCE OF DOCUMENTS BY MEANS OF COPIES 
PRINTED BY THE GOVERNMENT PRINTERS. 

[19th June, 1882.] 


The Documen Evidence Act (31 & 32 Vict. c. 37), and many 
other Acts applying it (see, for instance, the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, 33 & 34 Vict. c. 75, s. 83, the Local 
Government Board Act, 1871, 34 & 35 Vict. c. 70,5. 5, and the 
Prison Act, 1877, 40 & 41 Vict. c. 21, s. 91) provide that regula- 
tions and orders issued under the authority of the Treasury or 
other public offices “ may be proved ’’—v.e., primd facie evidence 
may be given of them—by production of cepies purporting to be 
printed by the ‘‘ Government printer, Queen’s printer, or a printer 
authorized by her Majesty.” Private and local Acts of Parlia- 
liament also are, by virtue of the earlier 8 & 9 Vict. c. 113, 
proveable by Queen’s printer’s copies. The present Act, which 
is to be called the “Documentary Evidence Act, 1882,” has 
merely the effect of reading into all such Acts of Parliament the 
words “ Stationery Office ”’ in addition to the words “ Government 
printer ” or the like, “whatever may be the precise expression 
used” in the particular Act. All documents, therefore, printed 
under the superintendence of the Stationery Office are henceforth, 
by virtue of this Act, receivable in evidence. The Act applies 
to Ireland, and also extends the Act of 1868 to Ireland. 





BOILER EXPLOSIONS. 


45 & 46 Vict. c. 22.—An Act TO MAKE BETTER PROVISION FOR 
INQUIRIES WITH REGARD To BortER Exptostons. 
[12th July, 1882. ] 

This Act is toa certain extent modelled upon corresponding 
Ferien in the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 
04), 8. 326, and the Regulation of Railways Act, 1871 (34 & 35 
Vict. c. 48), 8. 6, et seg., but it goes far beyond those provisions 
in minuteness of detail. The scheme of the statute which does not 
apply to certificated steamships, or mines, or boilers used exclu- 
sively for domestic purposes is that notice of every boiler explo- 
sion—that is, of the explosion of “any closed vessel used for 
generating steam, or for Sistine water, or for heating other liquids, 
or into which steam is admitted for heating, steaming, boiling, or 
other similar purposes ”—is to be sent to the Board of Trade, and 
that the Board of Trade, either upon or without a preliminary 
inquiry, may or may not, in their absolute discretion, direct a 
“ formal investigation” of the causes and circumstances attending 
the explosion. This notice, which is to be sent within twenty- 
fous hours of the explosion, is to state very definitely the place 
and time of the explosion, the number of injured or 
killed, “ and abet “ts the fart of the boiler which failed,” with 
“such other particulars, if any, as the Board of Trade may 





require.” It is to be sent by the owner or user, or the person 





acting on behalf of the owner pepe goiter ent 
complying with the ? e section prescribing 
the person in default is liable to a of £20. We presume 
that the maxim “ lex non cogit ad i ia” would come to the 
aid of persons failing to comply with the requirements of the 
section through genuine inability to discover all the details, but 
no express provision is made for such a case, which justices would 
probably attempt to meet by the infliction of a nominal * 
whether legally recoverable, with costs, might perhaps be 
This investigation is to be held locally “ by a court ing of 
not * than —* commissioners —— the Board, of 
one at least be a competent i ineer, i 
conversant with the manufacture and working af steam 
and one a competent lawyer ”—a constitution which was probably 
suggested by that of the Railway Commissioners under section 4 
of the R tion of Railways Act, 1873. The court is armed 
with very full powers of entry and inspection of places and 
documents, besides having “ all the powers of a court of summary 
jurisdiction when acting as a court in the exercise of its ordinary 
jurisdiction.” For these powers, reference would have to be 
made to the Summary Jurisdiction Acts of 1848 and 1879, but the 
additional powers seem to be so sufficient and adequate that we 
cannot imagine a case where reference would be necessary. A 
very important provision is that “the court may order (section 
7) the costs and expenses of a prelimi inquiry or formal 
investigation, or mz part thereof, including erein the remunera- 
tion of persons holding such inquiry on investigation, to be paid 
by any persons summoned before it, or by the Board of Trade,” so 
that it will be in the power of the court to mulet any person who 
may be proved to be in default in a very heavy sum of money. 
Such are the main provisions of the stringent—if the Board of 
Trade so please—“ Boiler Explosions Act, 1882.” Tt remains to point 
out that, in event of death being caused by an exp an 
inquiry by the coroner will still be — — that if there be 
evidence of manslaughter by any person, may be also an 
inquiry before justices, before a grand jury, and before a petty 
jury. There is no power even to shorten an investigation before 
a coroner, however long the “ formal in ; ” might be, 
and the same witnesses would almost certainly be required. 
This is inconvenient and unfortunate, and we would hope that the 
next statute of a similar kind will provide for the case. 





HIGHWAY RATES. 


45 & 46 Vier. c. 27.—Aw Act TO EXTEND CERTAIN PRovisrons 
or THE Poor Rare AssEessMENT AND CoLiection Acr, 1869, 
To THE Highway RaTE, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

[12th July, 1882.] 


Of all the minor Acts passed in the late session, this one, which 
bears the short title of ‘‘ The Highway Rate Assessment and 
Expenditure Act, 1882,” will require the most careful study. It 
contains ten sections only, but each of them will be found to 
present features of some little difficulty, owi to the pg ee 
tion by reference of other statutes, ted o 
Highway with Poor Law-Acts, and the general « ty of the 
© toplce the provisions of the Act 1860, a to competion with 
3 applies the provisions e Act of , as t m1 
am of small tenements, to highway rates, and it is noticeable 
that the principle of composition was introduced into rating for 
highway purposes by local Acts anterior to the Highway Act, 
1835, as ap from the concluding portion of the section 
which re section 80 of that Act relating to the com- 
position for rates under local Acts. —— section 4 the “ valua- 
tion list” (see Union Assessment tee Act, 1862— 
25 & 26° Vict. o. 108), tection ¢ spain tet he the pur- 
poses of the highway rate. ion 5 i e recovery 
an outgoing —— from his successor of which may be 
due to him for expenditure lawfully incurred, but which the 
levied in his own term of office has proved to 
This is surely in affirmance of the common law, but we 
no authority bearing on the point. The section, we presume, 


. 


would receive a very liberal construction. The great milestone 
grievance is next dealt with by section 6, by legalizing the-erec- 
tion or repair of these useful little structures in a mode and 


manner which we haye already criticized. Section 7 subjects 
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the accounts of “ waywardens” to the ision of the 
Poor Law, or to more correctly the district, auditor. By 
section 8 all the provisions of the Poor Law (see Poor Law Audit 
Act, 1848—11 & 12 Vict. c. 91, s. 9) as to the recovery of 
“ moneys, goods, or chattels certified at the audit of the poor rate 
accounts,” are applied to the cases of *‘ moneys, &c., certified by 
an auditor at a highway audit to be due from any person.” 
Section 9 applies only to the peculiar case where a “part of a 
parish is excluded from an urban sanitary district,” and gives 
power to the owners and ratepayers therein to decide “ in manner 
provided by schedule three of the Public Health Act, 1875,” 
that the excluded part shall be a “highway parish,’ where- 
upon “if the resolution is approved by an order of the Local 
Government Board,” such excluded is to~ be, for all 
highway purposes, “ considered and treated as a separate highway 
parish.” Lastly, section 10, the interpretation clause, defines 
“highway audit,” “highway parish,’ and other expressions ; 
defining “ highway parish ” as “‘a place separately maintaining its 
own highways, and, in a highway district (see as to formation of 
highway districts, section 5, e¢ seg., of the Highway Act, 1862), 
a place for which a waywarden may be elected or a separate high- 
way rate be made.” 





— 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
INTERPRETATION OF “ LAND " IN THE CONVEYANCING 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In an article in your number of the 15th ult., headed ‘ Are 
leaseholds within section 18 of the Conveyancing Act?” it is maintained 
that the interpretation given by the Act to the word “land ” is insuffi- 
cient to embrace leaseholds for years. 

T will not here follow the reasoning by which this result is reached, 
but will simply call your attention to the construction put upon similar 
words in the Statute of Frauds. 

The words in the 7th section of the Statute of Frauds are “lands, 
tenements, or hereditaments.” Those of the interpretation clause 
referred to, omitting words of amplification, are “land, . . . tenements, 
and hereditaments.” It is too well settled to need reference to cases 
that the 7th section of the Statute of Frauds includes leaseholds for 
years. It seems to me to follow that the same construction must be 
put upon the words of the interpretation clause of the Conveyancing Act. 
I may add that I am aware of nothing in the Statute of Frauds beyond 
the words I have quoted to influence the construction I have mentioned ; 
on the contrary, the use of the word “conveyance” only, in the 8th 
section, might be supposed rather to point in the contrary direction, 

Temple, Aug. 15. A. J. Woop. 








CASES OF LAST WEEK. 


Powers or Locat BoArp>—“ New Sraest”—Locat Government Act, 
1858, s. 34—Pusric Hears Acr, 1875, 8. 157.—In a case of Robinson v. 
The Local Board for Barton, before the Court of Appeal on the 7th inst., a 
question arose as tothe powers of local boards with to ‘ new streets "—~ 
viz., what is the meaning of the term “ new streets” in the Local Government 
Act of 1858 and the Public Health Act of 1875. Section 34 of the 
Act of 1858 des that, “Every local board may make bye-laws with 
to the following matters (inter alia) (1) with respect to the level, 
width, and constraction of new streets, and provisions for the sewerage through.” 
Section 157 of the Act of 1876 gives the same powers “to every urban 
authority.” Section 2 of the Public Health Act of 1848 (with which, by 
section 4 of the Act of 1858, the latter Act is to be construed) ides that 
“ the word ‘ street’ shall apply to and include raha ad not being a tarn- 
a FG a A 

’ way, square, court, A w a 
or mot, and the parte of ane such highway, road, bri 
court, alley, or within the limits of any d 
of 1875 contains similar definition of the word “street.” ‘There was at 
Eccles, within the district of the defendant a public highway called New- 


existed for many years. Bs petit oeviale lena venning 


-! 
E 
4 


but at the time 
a kind of suburb to Manchester. New Lane was not a 
turnpike road ; it was formerly a country lane, with no well-defined 
— mpied keene be fat eek ee 
had it the date of formation, about ear 1850. Until 
the ten years it was a cinder roadway, with bs well delioel fobtways, and 








with grass growing at thesides. It had at the time of the action a cindered 
footpath along the whole of both sider, except for a very short persien on t 
westerly side. The footpath on the easterly side was made b board =| 
1880 ; that on the wes —* in 1881. New Lane was repaired by the 
asa highway repairable by the inhabitants at large. In 1876 and 1877 the 
board made a sewer * the roadway, and in 1880 they channelled and 
ved it along the whole length and width, The population of the district 
d increased in the last ten years from 15,126 to 21,785, and the number of 
houses from 3,205 to 4,057, On the west side of New Lane wero twenty houses, 
some detached, others standing two, three, or four together, Of the land on 
the west side not actually built on several plots besides the plaintiff's had 
been let for building purposes. On the east side there were sixty-seven houses, 
including a row of twelve cottages in course of erection, another row of sixteen 
cottages, a row of nine houses, avother row of eight houses, another row of 
nine cottage, and another row of four cottages. Other land on the east side 
had been let for building purposes. The board in 1871 made some bye-laws as 
to the ‘level, width, and construction of new streets,” and these bye-laws 
were allowed by the Local Government Board on Joneaty 3 , 1872. The first of 
these bye-laws provided that “ every new street shall be laid out and formed of 
such width and at such level as the board shall in each case determine.” 
By-law 36 required that every person should, befors beginning to make or lay: 
out any new etreet, give a month’s notice in writing of his intention to the 
board, and should leave with their surveyor c:rtain plans and sections, Bye- 
law 37 made similar requirements with regard to every person who should 
intend to erect any new building. Bye-law 42 provided that the board should 
approve or disapprove any proposed new works or buildings within the time 
specified, and that the owner or person intending to erect any new street or build- 
ing should give the notices thereby required, and that, if any owner or person 
should construct any works contrary to the provisious therein contained, the 
board, after calling on such owner or person to show cause, might, if they 
should think fit, have such works removed, ‘altered. or pulled down, as the 
case might require. The plaintiff gave notica to the board of his intention to 
erect new buildings on his land, and left plans and sections at their office, 
showing the intended building line of his pro new ey wv The board dis- 
approved the proposed new buildings, on the ground that the houses would 
contravene the —— and would be built within the line of the 
existing buildings on side of the street, and they required the proposed 
building line to be thrown forther back about ten yardsfrom the roadway of 
New Lane, The tiff commenced to build according to his plana, the 
board called on him to show cause why his works should not be removed. 
The plaintiff disputed the right of the board to disapprove of his plans on the 
round that his intended building line was too near the roadway, or to pull 
own his new buildings if erected in accordance with his plang,. The action was 
brought to restrain the board from doing what they proposed to do, and a 
special case was then stated for the opinion of the court, raising the question 
whether New Lane wasa,“new street” within the meaning of the Acts, and 
whether the board were entitled to disapprove of the plaintiff's new buildings 
on the ground stated, or to pull them down. Fry, J., held that 
the term “ new street’’ in the Acts applied only to a street constructed for 
the first time out of grass land or other vacant land, and not to an old 
country road in the neighbourhood of g town, which, by the building of houses 
on Ant side of it, had become, or was ually becoming, a street, and 
that New Lane was not a “new street,” and therefore the board had no power 
to * rove or to a down the plaintiff's new buildings, The Court of 
Appeal —8 M.R., and Baerr and Cotton, L.JJ.) reversed this decision. 
JessEL, M.R., said that the Act was fairly open to more than one construc- 
tion. The case was a very difficult one, and was fairly open to a difference of 
opinion ; but rd must be bad to what must be presumed to have been the 
intention of the Legislatare. The intention must have been to give to a local 
authority the pore of regulating the laying out of new streets—a power to be 
exercised for the public benefit. What was the meaning of the’ term ‘‘ new 
street’? His lordship should say it meant astreet where there was no street 
before, though it might inclade more. This might take place in one of two 
ways. A street might be made out of a grass field, and, in his lordship’s view, 
it would make no difference whether or not an old oa | lane or road was throwa 
into it. In such a case as this a person who designed to build houses along 
the street was to build them in a particular way and subject to the by-laws of 
the board, But then there was another case, where the street was not laid 
out in a formal. way, but, go to k, grew of itself, When did it become a 
street? At some time or other it must do so, But when? You could not 
tell nnleas you knew the locality, It was a question of fact in each case, 
Section 157 of the Act of 1875 plainly empowered the board to make bye-laws 
before the street was made, and the moment the street becime a ‘‘ new street ’’ 
it was subject to ** we. Upon the facts of the present case his lord- 
ship thought there could be no doubt that New Lane was a “‘ new street.” 
It was a very young street indeed, The board had in substance called 
on the plaintiff to build the street of a certain width, He was laying 
out a ‘new street,” build a continuous ‘line of houses. * 
ship was satisfied that the defendants were acting within their powers. 
Brett, L.J., said that the construction of the Act and the bye-laws, and 
their application to this particular case, was a matter of extreme difficulty, 
The Act dealt with two totally different kinds of streets—one which no one, 


f 


without an Act of Parliament, would have called a street; the other which no © 


one, without the Act, would have doubted was a street. Could you, by 
altering a street of the one kind into a street of the other kind; make it a 
“ new street’? It would be substantially aitered, and it would certainly be 
new. His lordship thought that that which everybody would have a 
sheeit obeld Go eibseed tote & Sew thvecls—a., bu GAA Surrey oliedt Sa 4 betes 
if it was widened, would become a “now street.” It was clear that Now 
Lane was a street now without the aid of any in’ 
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it was a“ new street,” That term in the Act must have s very elastic 
mean The question was, When did the street to be a “ new street” P 
When it change its character ? . If the land on both sides belo to one 
owner, and he had s plan for laying it out for building, he begia to 
lay out a new street when he built the first house, * the intention of 

ing on building. If the land belonged to a number of owners, no one of 
fhem could make a plan for the others. But each might be intending to build 
with regard to a particular roadway, and each would be laying out a ‘‘new 
street” with reference to what he was doing himself. He who begsn first 
would be first laying out a ‘‘ new street,” there being a common intention, or 
design, to build, ere might, of course, be cases in which no one could 
say there was any common intention of building, where only one owner of 
land had shown his intention. In such cases the street f itself by aue · 
cessive acts, without any common intent. It grew of itself. In tho present 
case it was obvious that all the landowners an intention of building, 
Some time’ago New Lane began to be a street, and not so long ago as 69 
revent its ga ‘new street.” Then the board had made bye-laws, and his 
lordship did not see anything to prevent them from determining in the case 
of each house how it should form part of the street—i.¢., how far it should be 
set forward or backward. It was said that if they could do this they could 
act capricioualy as to the width of the street. But the Legislature bad giveo 
them the power. If they acted dishonestly, no doubt the law was strong 
enough to control them. Bat, so long as they were acting honestly, they 
bad power to determine the width of the street at each particular point, His 
lordship thought that the defendants were acting within their powers. 
Corron, L.J., thought that the construction of the Act was very difficult, but 
he had arrived at the same conclusion. The questions were, whether the 
Board had power to make bye-laws, and whether they had done eo. In 
ordinary parlance, there could be no doubt that New Lane was a street, or 
that, four or five years ago, it was not a street bat a country lano, and in 
common it was a “new street.” The ordinary parlance was not 
excloded by the interpretation clause of the Act, which was intended to 
include that which, in ordinary parlance, would not be a street. Sonicrrors, 
Le Riche & Son; Byrne & Lucas. 


Practice—SrrctaL.y-mnporsEo Wair—Leavz TO Dersnp—Countsr- 
cLaim—Orp. 14, R. 1.—In 9 case of The Zoedone Company v. Barrett, before 
the Court of Appeal on the 8th inst,, a question arose as to giving leave to 
defend an action in which the writ was specially indorsed under order 14. 
The defendant alleged that he had a defence which was really in the nature 
of a counter-claim. Jxsset, M.R., said that it wag not intended that on 
applications of this kind the court should try the action, There might be 
no defence to the action, but the court might think that such facta were 
disclosed as were sufficient to entitle the defendant to be permitted to 
defend the action. As Lord Blackbarn said in Wallingford ¥. The Mutual 
Society (L, R. 5 App. Cas. 704, 29 W. R. 81), “there may very well be 
facta brought before the jadge which satiafy him that it is reasonable, gome- 
times withoot any terms and sometimes with terms, that the defendant 
should be able to raise this question, and fight it if he pleases, although 
the jadge is by no means satisfied that is does amount toa defence upon 
the merits.” In the present case his lordship said that, before he could be 

i that there was no defence on the merits, he should have to try 
several questions, all of which wore susceptible of fair argument. The 
divisional court was right in saying that this was not 9 case for entering 
jadgment under order 14, Corrow, L.J,, said that for the purpose of anch 
an applieation ag this a counter-claim was a defence, though the refasal of 
leave to defend wonld not prevent the defendant from setting up his claim 
in @ separate action. Still, for this purpose, a ground of counter-olaim 
ought to be treated as a defence. An application under order 14 was not 


meant to be the meaus of determining brevi manu questions which ought to | * 


be argued at the trial, where the defendant showed a Jona Ade intention of 
raising these questions there.—Sonicirons, F. Heritage & Co.; Coode, 
Kingdom, $ Cotton, 


Raitway Company—Dzsentuns Horpers—Prioniry—Recerver—Pay:- | the maki 


MENT OF Workina Exrznsas AND Prorsr Outcoincs—Raitway Oou - 
Panties Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. o. 127), ss. 4, 23.—In a case of In re The 
Cornwall Minerals Railway Company, before the Court of Appeal on the 4th 
inat,, a question aroge upon the construction of sections 4 and 23 of the Rail- 
way Companies Act, 1867, Section 4 provides that, on the appointment of a 
receiver or manager of the undertaking of a company, * 
such receiver or aye shall, after dae provision for the working expenses 
of the railway and other ‘proper outgoings in respect of the undertakin, 
be applied and distributed under the direction of the court in payment of the 
debts of the company and otherwise, according to the rights and priorities of 
the persons for the time being interested therein,” m 23 provides 
that, with certain exceptions (such as rent-charges and claims for land taken 
for the pu of the railway or injuriously affected by the construction 
thereo money borrowed or to be borrowed by a company on mort, 
or bond, or debenture stock under the provisions of any Act authorizing the 
errand thereof, shall have priority against the company, and the property 
from time to time of the company, over all other ‘claims on account any 
debts incurred or engagements entered into by them after the of th 
Act.” In'the present case the Cornwall Minerals Railway pany sold 
their rolling stock to a company called the Yorkshire Railway W Com- 
pany, and the company let it on hire to the railway 
com 9 bona fides of this arrangement was impeached, but the Court 
of Appeal decided that it was a bond fide transaction (vide The Yorkshire 
tailway Wagon — een, fort 434), The railway company 
were thas in possession —— rolling-stock belonging to the 
wagon company, for which they agreed to pay rent, Then ao agreement 


all money received by | J 





— Pipes Aged dee of the 
th : saat af £48 060 be handed over to the 1 

e@ amoun . 
to enable them to work the line. ot clo che treed Gat WF x Gee 


FS 
F 
7 
z 
7 

3 
ẽ 
if 


: 
; 
* 
sj 
i 
Ee 


E 


claimed to be nem, 
Kay, J., granted the apj Cate Se ee oe his 
debentures subsequen 


to the between the Corn’ 
and the wagon comps 


that, wheter night the 
that, w ver 


i 

if 
fs 
1 2: 
i 
af: 
4 
i 
ai 


é 
; 
i 
F 
zy 
Ei 


position ? He to take away the money had been earned by the 
f the belon to the company, without them the 
hire of their © th ns ned s Tegal right to de — — 


it, The legal right d on the Railway Com Act of 1867, The 
ap fake rfp vege he porte ee him » right to payment in 
Frat weet ight m — 23* or preference was given 
at se M 

* colon & "Ete 


tolling-stoc 
“ workin ,” it must bea 0 Kay, J., had, 
therefore decided tightly R hy Me Pg Pores ~Sout- 
crrors, Maples, Tees & Co; Singleton § Tattershall ; M , Hutchins, 
$ Stirling ; Norton, Rose, § Co; Cope ¢ Co. 


Banxrurtoyr—Prorgcrap TrRawsactios—Notice or Acr or Bauxaurrox 
“ AVAILABLB FoR ApsupicaTion ”’—Fai.urg to Compty witn Degsror’s 
Summons—Banxaurror Acr, 1869, ss. 6, 94.—In a case ot Hood v. Newby, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 4th inst., 9 question arose, — for 
the first time, on the construction of section 94 of the Bankruptcy rye 9 
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the natural meaning of the section, this contract was not protected. Then 
were there any authorities binding on the court, which prevented it from 
coming to this decision ? He was of opinion that, although some of the words 
used by the judges in previous cases were very general, this point was not 
then before them, aud that they had not decided it. The question which they 
then decided related to the time at which the act of bankruptcy was to have 
taken place. The present question was a new one, and had never yet been 
decided. Buert, L.J., said that the argument for the respondent involved 
reading the latter words of section 94 as *‘notice of an act of bankruptc 
available for the adjudication actually made.” But the Legislature Aad 
omitted in this section the very article “the” which was necessary to support 
that argument. If the omission had made the section absurd for the pur- 
of bosiness, it might have been the duty of the court to imply the word. 
at when the omission made the provision sensible and applicable to all acts 
of bankruptcy, the proper inference was that the word was left out designedly 
for the purpose of including acts of bankruptcy arising from default in com- 
plying with a debtor’s summons, No doubt such an act of bankruptcy could 
berelied on for the purpose of supporting’s hostile petition only by the creditor 
who had issued the summons. But it would cy strange thing if a map, 
who had notice of an act of bankruptcy committed by his debtor by dis- 
obedience to 2 debtor’s summons, could enter into a valid transaction with 
him, and yet that be could not do so if he had notice of any other act of 
bankruptcy committed by him. The business necessity showed what was 
the meaning of the Legislature in leaving out the definite article in section 
94. Corror, L,J., said that, taking the words ‘‘ available for adjudication ” 
in their widest sense, there would be no limitat all. But that would be un- 
reasonable. It could not be meant that notice of an act of bankruptcy com- 
mitted ten years before would do. There must be some limit, and the natural 
limit would be one of time ; thatis, if the creditor had no notice of an act 
of bankruptoy, which at the time of the making of the adjudication would 
have been available for making an adjudication, he was protected ; if he had 
notice, he was not protected. It was said that the court was precladed from 
coming to this conclusion by reason of what was said in Ez parte Crosbie ; 
but there the court was dealing only with the question of the time at which 
the act must have been committed, not with the question which arose on 
4 present occasion.—Soxicitors, Harper § Battcock ; Ashurst, Morris, 4 





InsuncTion—Poustic Bopy—Nvisance—UsNpDERTAKING.—In the case of 
Selous v. The Wimbledon Local Board of Health, before Chitty, J., on the 7th 
inst., a motion was made by the owner and occupier of a private house and 
grounds for an injunction to restrain the local board from depositing on land 
adjacent to that of the plaintiffs’, and discharging into the river Wandle, 
sewage matter. The plaintiffs case was that an intolerable nuisance of a 
most injurious character was caused by the local board depositing sewage in 
an uopurified state on an adjacent sewage farm belonging to the board, and 
from thence discharging it into the river, which bordered on the plaintiffs’ 
property. COurrry, J., said that the nuisanee, if any, appeared to have been 
in existence some considerable time before the action was commenced, and the 
defendants had almost made out a case for the injunction being refused on the 
ground of delay. It was to be borne in mind that the defendants were a 
public body, having important and onerous duties to discharge in the interest 
of the pablic generally, whilst the plaintiffs were private persons. It was, no 
doubt, true that a distinction of this kind in no way impeded the court from 
interfering in cases where these duties were not perly discharged in 
accordance with the law; but the court was, nevertheless, slow to grant an 
injunction in a case like the ponent against a public body if the injunction 
yee for was in any way likely to operate in breeding pestilence and causing 
public calamity. The plaintiffs, no doubt, said that the nuisance complained 
of was injurious to their ealth, but the plaintiffs had their remedy 
in their own hands, They could leave the scene of the nuisance, possibly at 
serious personal inconvenience; but then, if the action should result in their 
favour, they would be entitled to adequate compensation. His lordship’s 
judgment was that, upon the evidence as taken together with the balance of 
convenience and inconvenience, the present case was not one in which the 
court would be willing to interfere by granting an interim injunction if an 
undertaking was offered by the defendants. With respect to the evidence, 
there was the usual conflict. This was easily accounted for. Those who 
went to smell, smelt offensive smells ; those who went with the wish not to 
amell, smelt none, the reason being that, when the mind was set in a particular 
direction, senses were apt to follow the mind, and thus a conflict of testimony 
easily arose, altbough the statements of witnesses were made in perfect 
honesty. The whole case was one which could be better decided at the trial 
of the action. He should, therefore, upon the defendants giving an under- 
taking to cleanse out the sewage-carriers forthwith in the most approved 
manner, so as not to create during such cleansing any nuisance, make no order 
except that costs of the motion be costs in the action.—Soxicrrors, Learoyd 
§ Co, ; W. H. Whitfield ; Tibbitts § Son. 








The number of failures in England and Wales gazetted during the week end- 
ing Saturdsy, August 12 was 180, The number in the corresponding week 
of last year was 229, showing a decrease of 49, being a net decrease in 1882, 
to date, of 593. 

The number of bills of sale published in England and Wales for the week 
ending August 12 was814. The number in the corr ing week of last 
year was 960, showing a decrease of 146, being a net decrease in 1882, to 
date, of 1,143. The number published in Ireland for the same week was 23. 
The number in the corresponding week of last year was 36, showing a decrease 
of 13, being a net decrease in 1882, to date, of 259,—Kemp's Mercantile 





CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Lrutrep Company—Winpine up—Pertition By CompaNy—OCoNsENSUS OF 
SHAREHOLDERS—ComMPANtes Act, 1862, 8. 91.—Ia the case of In re The 
Central Wynaad Gold Mining Company (Limited), before North, J., sitting as 
Vacation Judge, on the 16th inst., a petition was presented by the pry og beg 
a winding-up order. It appeared that the company was incorporated in May, 
1881, with a capital of £100,000 in 100,000 shares of £1 each, for the La, 
of acquiring and working gold mines in Southern India. New directors 
been casually appointed, and by the allegations in the petition it appeared that 
they had ascertained that it was impossible to successfully work the property 
of the company, and that under the circumstances it could not carry out its 
undertaking, and that the company was in fact commercially insolvent, and 
the only prospect of recoveritig any money for its shareholders was oy means 
of a winding up. The winding up was opposed by a large number of contri- 
butories and creditors, who submitted that the petition must be treated as a 
petition by the directors and not as a petition by the company, and that it 
should be ordered to stand over for the purpose of enabling the view of the 
general body of shareholders to bs ascertained. Norts, J., said that the 
statements of the persons who had been appointed new directors should be 
attention to. He was satisfied from a perusal of the petition that the winding- 
up order prayed for should be granted. There would be the usual order as to 
costs.—Soxicrrors, Snell, Son, & Greenip ; J. Holmes ;‘J. Vernon) Musgrave ; 
Beali & Co. ; Sheffield & Co. 


INJUNCTION—TRADE-MARK—BOTTLES INDELIBLY IMPRESSED,—In the case 
of Allen v. Richards, also before North, J., on the 16th inst,, a motion was 
made by the plaintiff, a vendor and manufacturer of mineral and aerated 
waters, for an inéerim injunction to restrain the defendant, a keeper of a 
beer-shop, from selling ginger beer not manufactured by the plaintiff in 
bottles stamped or marked with the plaintiff's name or registered trade- 
mark, The bottles in question were bought at second-hand by the defendant, 
who filled them with his own ginger beer and labelled them with an adhesive 
label bearing his own name. The defendant contended that the plaintiff 
had parted with the whole property in the bottles and also denied any 
fraudulent user. The plaintiff relied on the decision of Malins, V.C., in a 
similar case : Rose v. Loftus (47 L. J. Oh. 576, 27 W. R. Dig. 242). Norrn, 
J., said that if the defendant chose to buy second-hand bottles bearing a 
trade name and filled them with the same liquid as the owner of the name 
was in the habit of filling them with, the defendant was not in a position to 
resist an injunction if applied for, The affixing of the defendant’s own label 
did not affect the question, for the label might get removed in a variety of 
likely ways—for instance, if the bottle were plunged in ice, If the label 
under such ciroumstanoss were to come off, there would be nothing to 
prevent the public from believing that they were purchasing, in the bottles 
stamped with the plaintiff's name, ginger beer manafactared My the 
plaintiff. The injanctiow must, therefore, be granted.—Soricrtors, David- 
son § Morriss ; Charles Maliam, for T. P, G. Mallam, Oxford. 


Practice—Liirep CompANy—WINDING UP—PETITIONER OUTSIDE JURIS- 
DICTION—SEcuRITY FoR Costs— SIMULTANEOUS ADVERTISEMENT OF PaTITIONS. 
—In the case of In re The Carta Para Gold Mining Company, also before 
North, J., on the 16th inst., two petitions were presented for the winding up 
of the company, one bya shareholder, and the other by the directors of the 
company. Objection was taken to the shareholder's petition on the ground that 
the petitioner, although addressing from a London club, was resident in Scot- 
land, and it was contended that, as he was outside the jurisdiction of the court, 
he ought to give security for costs. It also appeared that, although both peti- 
tions were advertised in the same number of the London Gazette, the directors, 
petition was presented on August 3, and the shareholder's on August 4, Norru, 
J,, overruled the objection on the ground that it was too late to take it at the 
hearing, and made a winding-up order on both petitions, the carriage of the 
order to be ane to the petitioners in the directors’ petition, such petition 
being entitled to priority as having been the first presented.—Soricrrors, 
J. Vernon Musgrave ; Beali ; E. Kimber ; 8, H. Behrend, 





Pustic Company—Contemer or Covrt—Breacn oF InsoncTiIon— 
SxquesTRaTion.—In the case of The Attorney-General v. The South-Eastern 
and The Submarine Continental Raihoay Companies, also before North, J., 
on the 16th inst., a motion was made that a commission of sequestration 
might issue 138 the personal estate and rents andjprofits of the defendants, 
on the ground of disobedience to an injunction granted on the 5th of July 
last by Kay, J., restraining the defendants until the trial of the action from 
farther proceeding with the excavations under the bed of the sea between 
Folkestone and Dover, in connection with the Channel Tunnel works, beyond 
ordinary low-water mark, without the consent of the Board of Trade, The 
order referred to enabled the defendants, subject to the supervision of the 
Board of Trade, to execute any works which might be * for the pur- 

of draining and ventilating the tunnel. On the 17th of Joly last an 
ion was made on behalf of the Board of Trade, when it was that 
the boring had been carried 600 J see beyond the low-water mark, and from 
the report made by Colonel Yolland it appeared that the works had been 
seventy-two yards further since the date of the order of Kay, J., but 
the defendants only admitted having carried the woiks a distance of thirty- 
two yards since that order.. Nonru, J., upon it being stated b 
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Board of 5 be adjourned sine die, and that 

of the motion should be costs in the action.—Soxtcrroks, Solicitor to the 
Board of Trade; Fowler & Perks ; Stevens. 


for, and also 








NEW ORDERS,, &c. 


GENERAL ORDER MADE IN PURSUANCE OF THE SOLICI- 
TORS’ REMUNERATION ACT, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. Cc. 44). 


We, the Right Honourable Roundell Baron Selborne, Lord High Chan- 
cellor of Great Britain, the Right Honourable John Duke Lord Coleridge, 
Lord Chief Jastice of land, the Right. Honourable Sir George Jessel, 
Master of the Rolls, and Enoch Harvey, Esq., President of the I rated 
Law Society of Liverpool (being four of the persons in that bebalf authorized 
by the statute 44 & 45 Vict. c. 44), do hereby, in pursuance and execution of 
us by the said statute, and of all other powers and 
authorities enabling us in behalf, order and direct in manner follow- 


that 
1. This order is to teke effect from and after December 31, 1882, except 
that schedule I. hereto shall not apply to transactions respe:ting real 
property, the title to which has been registered under the Acts of 25 & 26 
Vict. o. 68, 25 & 26 Vict. c. 67, and 38 & 89 Vict. c. 87. 

2. Subject to the exception aforesaid, the remuneration of a solicitor in 
respect of business connected with sales, purchases, leases, mortgages, 
settlements, and other matters of conv and in respect of other 
business, not being business in any activun, or transacted in any court, or 
in me ee any judge or master, is to be regulated as follows— 
namely :— 

(a.) In respect of sales, purchases, and mortgages com the remunera- 
—— 

o Li) . e 
per order, and to be subject to the regulations therein con- 

(5.) Ia respect of leases, and ents for leases, of the kinds mentioned 
in part IT. of schedule I. to thie order, or conveyances g rent, or 
agreements for the same, when the shall have been completed, the 
remuneration of the solicitor ha the conduct of the business is to be that 
prescribed in part IT. of sach 

(¢.) In respect of business not hereinbefore provided for, connected with 
any transaction, the remuneration for which, if completed, is hereinbefore, or 
in schedule II. hereto, prescribed, but. which is not, in fact, completed, and in 
respect of settlements, mining leases or licenses, or agreements therefor, re- 
conveyances, transfers of mortgage, or further charges, not provided for herein- 


H 


system as altered by schedule II. hereto. 
set to provides — — — net ey a 
Ww. or ere to t. 

4 by schedale I. to this order is not to 


y paid, nor any extra work occasioned by 

ach as the death or insolvency 

any business of a contentious 

mer mee be any court, bat it include law stationer’s 

charges, and allowances for of the solicitor and his clerks, and for copy- 
and parchment, and all lar d 















A solici 
disbursements and — — 
one month from demand from the 
payable by an infant, or out of a fand not 
ra ag made on the parent or guardiaa, 


8. In this order, and the schedules hereto, the wing words and ex- 
pressions sball have the meaning ascribed to them ia tha 3rd sub-section of 
section 1 of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, viz. :— 

Solicitor, 
Client, 
Person. 
SCHEDULE I. 
Parr I. 


Scale of Charges on Sales, Purchases, and Mortgages, and Rules applicable 


Soatbe, 
oy mews Stet ome 
azo. “elon. ““Si0,0ok” “atoooone 


a sale of property b: - 
vale contract —— 20s. per £100, 208. per £100, 10s, per £100, ba, per £100, 


9s, 64. 4 


property is sold ... 208, 45 108, Ga os 
10s, 1g, 34, 4, 


Lad 53, ” 2s,6d, ” 


: 
ẽ 





(including pe: and com- 
pletion of contract, if any) ... 30s. s 20s. * a Ss. os 
wire tlle to freehold, copyhold, 
———— 
and completing...... 90s. » 208, » 0s, yy Ga 9» 
M 8 solicitor for nego- 
αα — 20m... Se. gs 28.04, ,, 
Do., do., for pe ae ie to 
— copyh — or lease- 
completing eevee 908, 20s, 10s. 6a. 
Vendor's or T aike. ” ” ” ” 
and acknowledgment of 
by. & married WOMAD ...+0..2+0 £2 10s. extra. 
exceeding £100,000 to be charged for as if it were for £100,000. 


RULES. 
1. The commission for deducing title and perusing and me go con- 
veyance on a sale by auction is to be chargeable > 
except that wherea pro held ‘under the same title is divided 
for convenience of sale, and the same 
takes one conveyance, 
chargeable upon the aggregate prices 
2, The commission on an attempted sale by auction in lots is to be charge- 
able on the aggregate of the reserved prices. When property offered for sale 
by auction is t in and terms of sale are afterwards negotiated and 
arranged by the Ne ees ne eee ee ee 
to the above scales on the reserved price where the is not sold, 
also one-half of the commission for negotiating the 
bought in and afterwards offered by auction by the 


‘ 


: 
if 


to be entitled to the scale for firet attempted sale, and for each subseq 

sale ineffectually attem he is to according to the 2 
as altered by schedule II, hereto. In case of a subsequent sale by 
auction, the full commiseion for an effectaal sale is to be chargeable in addition, 
less one-half of the commission previously allowed on the firat attempted sale. 
Tbe provisions of this rule as to commission on sales or attempted sales by 


a are to be subject to rule 2. 
concerned for 


3. Where a solicitor is both mortgagor and he is 
to be entitled to charge the mortgagee’s solicitor’s — cal aa 
those which would be allowed to the a solicitor up to £5,000, and on 
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rach per Lemuianyer ore 1 Ye Seah we under the old system as altered by — for perusing j One-half Sa Sal = 


6. Where a conveyance and martunge of fon cenne pranerty oie ee 
oh as es tee and are prepared by the same solicitor, he is 
entitled to charge only half the above foot for iavertignseg @ title, and 
ing ——— p to £5,000, and, on any excess above £5, —8 
fourth thereof, in addition to his fall charges upon the purchase-money and his 
commissions for n ating (if any), 

7. Fractions of £100, under £50, are to be reckoned as £50. Fractions of 
#100, above £50, are to be reckoned as £100, 

. ‘Where the remuneration would, but for this provision, amount 
to te than £5, the prescribed remuneration shall be * except on traneae· 
tions under £100, ia which cases the remuneration of the solicitor for the 
vendor, purchaser, m gor, or mortgagee, is to be £3. 

9. Where a property is sold subject to incumbrances, the amount of the in- 
a is to be deemed a part of the purchase-m except where the 
purchases, in which case the - his solicitor shall be calou- 

Tated upon the price of the equity of redem 
10. The above scale as to mortgages is to — to transfers of mortgages 
where the title is investigated, but not to transfers where the title was 
investigated by the same solicitor on the original or on any 
previous Sealers and it is not to apply to farther charges where the 
title bas been so previously investigated. As to such transfers and farther 
charges the remuneration is to be regulated according to the present system 
as altered by schedule II. hereto. But the scale for negotiating the loan 
247 be Sane on such transfers and farther charges where it is 


ate The scale for conducting a sale by auction shall apply only in cases 
where no —— id by te client to an - The scale for 
negotiating shall apply to cases where the solicitor of a vendor or ager 
arranges the sale or purchase and the price and terme end 32* 
thereof, and no commission is paid by the client to an auctioneer, or eatate, 
or other agent.. As tos mortgagee’s solicitor it shall A €. apaly te a ae 
where he arranges and obtains the loan from a person for 

case of sales under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Kot, 4 8* nd 
private or public Act under which the vendor's charges are paid by the 
purchaser, the scale shall not apply. 

12. In cases where, under the previous portion of this schedale, a solicitor 
would be entitled to charge a commission for ating @ sale or mort- 
gage, or for conducting a sale by auction, and he shall not charge such 
commigsion, then he shall be entitled to charge the rates allowed by the first 
colamn on all transactions up to £2,000, and to charge in addition those 
sllowed by the second column on all amounts above £2,000 and not 
exceeding £5,000, and farther to charge those allowed by the third colamn 
on all amounts above £5,000 and not exceeding £50,000, instead of the rates 
allowed up to the amounts mentioned in those columns, respectively, 


Parr IT, 


Scale of Charges as to Leases, or Agreements for Leases, at Rack Rent (other 
than a Mining Lease, or a Lease for Building Purposes, or Agreement for the 
same). 


Lessor’s solicitor for preparing, settling, and completing lease and counter- 
part :— 
‘Where the rent does not exceed £100 { #7, 200 poe ont, on We sore 
£7 10s, in respect of the firat £100 
Where the rent exceeds £100 * 


of rent, and £2 10s, in 
does not exceed £500 


of each subsequent £100 of 
rent, 

£7 10s. in respect of the first £100 
of rent, £2 10s. in respect of each 
£100 of rent up to £500, and £1 
—*Ñ respect of every subscquent 


Lessee’s solicitor for perusing draft and One-half of the amount payable 
— —————— to the lessor’s solicitor. 


Where the rent exceeds £500 ..... ... 


Sieh of Chanase 9 Conv ig in Fee, or for any other Freehold Hatate, 
ay A be t, or Building Leases Reserving Rent, or other Long Leases not 
at Rack Rent (except ‘Mining Leases) or Agreements for the same respectively, 


Vendor’s or lessor's solicitor for preparing, settling, and completing convey- 
ance and duplicate, or lease and counterpart :— 





Amount of Annual Rent. Amount of Remuneration, 





Wass 8 4am ae 904 gs 25. 


2*.*...* · 


Where it exceeda £5 and The yment vent of also 20 
£50 
Where Renosste sO bat} ergo | {Te pg}. po A UE ~ Eh Deg 


cent, on the excess 





The same 
{ earn wermans 29 on 0. sand of GER, 8 Eyer 





Where rent is the of ) 
svarin + paysble, amount of anoval rent is to mean the 





draft and completing......+00.+«. seeweereres 


Rores Arruscante to Parr II. nagar 


As to all Leases, or Conveyances at a Rent, or Agreements for the same, other 
. then Mikar Leotee. and dgresnsate toe herefor. 






icitor, 
gor fit 9,» senenpnam, dame ep 
a lessor joins in 8 conveyance 
the ¢ of 
bolt rete 8 


bereby 
equal t the roma 
ment or prem 

6. Fesstinn oh tk ion tabs viheaeal oth, 


SCHEDULE II, 
InsTRUCTIONS FOR’ AND nee wae Sane any Pervstse Dexps, Wurus, AND 














Such fees to th Igbour 
the number 28 il ee * — ee prvi tang . 
—— cae may be ‘ale od romonsbie. In ordinary cases, a8 to 
roe * . ORC eee eee e eR ee eeeeseeete Qa per folio. 
For ‘ Titties 8d. it) ” 
For fair ’ ebdeoceeeeetereseees oer on ih) 
For perusing ® ’ * Peeeecetecrereeteee le, 9 ry] 
ATTENDANCES, 
_ OPAIMATY CASED ...crcrrcrcsrsecsvsvevccssccorccscesvorssecceoeensesseneens” 10 


a extraordinary cases maste Cierny Ps 
——— — et ccatn toate eek 


AnstRacts OF TITLE (WHERE NOT COVERED BY THE Above Scate). 


ebacdedsacgessececsssecgescssceseete 6 8 
spn Rava et be A RT $4 


Jounngys Prom Home. 


Tr atte eee ee 
A 1e bs teavelting 6 

than seven hours is #0 emplo pore. per hour 015 0 

—— cases the taxing master Aa * or diminish the 


above allowance ff for any special te Oe | — 
Coteriper, O.J. 
G. Jesszt, M.R. 
E. Hanret, 
———<—_=—a=——_>—&——— — 
SOCIETIES, 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


usual month] of the hoard of this aay 
outils octet pearl at Semone ee Weleaaie 

August 9, the foll . —— ere 
Hedger, Janson, Keep, and Smith (Mr. Eiffe, — 3 





LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


A Carcuaie Prowpen has been ted Revising Barrister 
—282 Mr. Plowden was called to the wat the Middle Tem in 


for 
Hilary Term, 1870. He on the Oxford Ciroult, and at the S:afford- 
be Strpaie Bela and ewe appointed recorder of the borough 


‘ Tors, solicitor, of Chepstow, has been appointed a 
Queaaene ainlster Deaths in tho Supreme Overt of Jodleatere. 
















cae eee a ae ee es ee teed eed ed eed et et et 0 td i 








ae’, 








. Glasgow City and Distriot Railway ; Nottingham Cor —* ther 
and Bawtry Railway ; Sonth- Eastern ‘Rallway (Variong Roun ieee 





Ang. 1,' 1882:. 
— 


Mr, Wiraau Cockerett, barrister, has been 
of Cambridge. Mr. Cockerell was cal 
Trinity Term, 1865, and he isa cis of Pus teacteaae 
locally at Cambridge, He was 

of the borough 0 


Sudbury, 
Mr. Gam nl set — * cate 52 
testone, elec J 
Ingatestone, has been p A en A is 


Division of ioe —— ** ne si 
a cae 









the 
Temple 
Cirentt, practisi 


—— 
ſa a 2 
the poh di ig ahr} Billerieay, and to the Billericay Board 
and superintendent registrar for the district, 

—* bebeaag eps Mas Danby, agen of —— has bles — 
the Lineola of Guardians, 
Ante fhe Hanon Mr ak William Dan 

PB. Dan 22 sslichor ia 1877. ins secretary to the Cincola: | Goverament 
sl ‘iene Law Society. 

Mr. Axrrep Grr, solicitor, of Birkenhead, has been Cart. of the 
Peace for that hesongh. Mr; Gill is also town clerk of Bi enhead. He wat 
admitted a solicitor in 1872, 


Mr. Ropent Matcoum Kerr, LL.D., jadge of the City of London Court, 
has been appointed a Deputy- -Lieutenant tee the County of Middlesex. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, 


Frepertcx Foss and Groras Francis Lega, ton, 3, SoD say 
E.C, (Foss & Legg), August 10. 

AtexanpEr Henry Crarke, Crain Mortimer Bh ys Rawiine, and 
Herssst Ovstow CviaRKs, solicitors, Gresham Houge, Old Broad-atreet, 
(Clarke, Rawlins, & Clarke), so far as Herbert Onslow ke, The 
bosingss will be continued by the said A, H, Clarke and O, M. M, Rawling, 

aly 

Epwarp Starting and Ricaarp Parrott, solicitors, 2, Serjeante'-inn, 
Chancery-lane, London (Starling & Parrott, The said E. Starling will con- 








tinue the business on hig qwn accognt, January !, (Ga | Avg. 3] 
LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Aug, 10,—-Royad Assent, 


The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the following Bills — 
Customs and Inland Revenue ; Metropolitan Board of Works (Money) ; Les 
Dealers’ Retail Licenses ph ang Friendly 388 Gein 
Retarns) ; Casual Poors Corn Returns; Settled Lan wey : 


right and Musical Compositions; Pier aud — 


Local Government Boards ; Gas Provisional Orders Confirmation ; ee | een 
Harbour ; Newcastle-u ~Tyne Improvement ; reve Tm vement ; 
Sutton: sbeidae Dock 5 Bele ristol Weperworis —* Railway ; 
Waterford, Dungarvan, and Lismore WAY ; Pakenham 
Railway; Tredegar Water and Gas; East London — ; Moore-street 

Market id North Dublin City Improvement; Alford and Tramways ; 


Dundee Gas ; Dundee Police and Improvement ; ety J 
ilway; Plymouth and Dartmoor Railway; Baio Junction rt Weaken Sou 


Kerry Waste Lands Reclamations; opp a jon Gas; 
Baiiway ; South London Tramways i inden Marlb and Adore 
Railway ; St. Pancras Guardians "a Ponto Campy 
way ; Oswestry and ond Lieneron Feil News 
lp halwer ; hondda a aad | ilway ; 
langamm Neath, and ——— — 
tion ; Mersey and Harbour Board Overhead 32335* 
itan Tremweys + Severn-bridge and Forest’ of Dean Rallwey ; 3 
imehouse eet [Workington Dock and 88 ipa? d-upon- Avon, 
ia saan and wy Vier ction — — ery pe: te 
wa ; Northam rporation ; P am and East Dal — 
Great Western way (No, 1); Whitiand, Cronware, and Pendine 


Gravesend Tuonel Railway ; Corbett Esta 
Maharajah Duleep Singh’s Estate, 
Bills Read a Second Time, 
Pensions Commutation ; Isle of Man ——*— Parcels Post; Bombay 
Civil Fuod ; Labourers’ Cottages and Allotments (Ireland), 


te; Earl of Aylesford's Estate ; | El 


THE iE SOLICITORS’ SOLICITORS! JOURNAL. 
——— 


recently appointed recorder | 


Bille Read a Third Time. 


Pesan — Hla —— 
‘Harrow Raile 3 Dover Harhour, pi 
alums 3 Labourers’ Cottages and Allotments (Ireland) ; Electric 
Ang. 14,— Billa Read « Firet Tine, 
acre Tee, erence Semmte Hm 
Bills Read a Second Tine, 
Allotments (Ireland) ; Tyrnpike Rosds (South Wales). 
Wa ge cg 
— *2*2*æææ hy Artiz wns’ oun (nt and Sus) 
Militia Goraament Ana nd Honing A tyr: By sonal ery 
———— 


ParvaTs Brit.—Charing-eross and Waterloo Electric Railway. 

Poor Law Amendment ; Ci 
pasta mean Waly — 
Men peed Eduoatiogal } Conaty Coors 


dng, Ui Bille — en 
xr Rend (Boattnnd) s Married Women’s Property; Ancient Mona- 


—— ——— 


—832 
P Pablic 
pune Vomis_ oot Fa 


of Elections) 
— —— 


Bille in Committee, 
Allotments ; Turnpike Roads (South Wales), 


Bille Read q Third Time, 
556 Consolidation ; Rea ee ae 
Devi Fy tile Marine : 


Aug, 16,—Bi) Read @ First Time, 


Bills Read a Second Tune. 
; Revenue (Friendly Societies and National 
naif seas Geaen cea : 


Appropriation, 


Bilis Read a —* Tine, 
Patvats Brtt,—Radatock, W 22* —— 
won Constab Corra (Suspension of ; 
—* Elections): 


— —— Prison Onarities. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Aug, 10,— Bill in Committee, 
Public Works Loans. 
Bill Read a Third Time. 
Alietment Bill Withdrawn. 
Corrupt Practices (Disfranchisement), 


Aug, 11,—Dills Read a Second Time, 
Ancient Monuments; Fishery Board (Scotland). 


Bills in Committee, 
— of JoMeators (irveet) | eee Pre ‘omen’s oma Be 
Vessels Licenses 
tow) Marobont Shippicg (Colonel Lnqnisien); Citation . 
Bille Read a Third Time, 

Vessels Licenses Practioes of 
inion Ln Gt) On —— aa 
Bille Withdrawa. 

Registry Deeds (Middlesex) ; Ballot Act Continuance and Amendmeat, 
‘ in Aug. 12,.—Bil Read a Rivet Tine, 
a, Bille Read a Second Fime. 
— arene Aenean SE eee 
; Aug. 14.—Bill Read a Second Time, 
. Bill in Comaitice, 


Eaat India (Home Charges Arrears), 
Bills Read a Third Time. 





Bills in Committee, 3 
Eo Bridge | (Limerick) ; Educational Endowments (Scotland) ; 
Ang, 11, — ead 9 Saeed —553 
Militia A F Consolidation ; 
oe | fom Chdvconber Oe eit Cota) Marna Bhivping (Meneale 
Bills of Exchange ay and soon —— Bombay 
— ‘Post; ile —e —— 


Uorehaat Shipping (Colonial Inquiries) ; East India (Home Charges Arrears), 
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COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Jomt Stock Companigs. 
Lrurrep 1x CHANCERY. 
pee 11 30 as the Ghanchesnot Hell Vin tor tha ampolehaces cf on ofamel Hoeiameee ” 
at the Cham! for the a) 
—— ——— Beg dare —— —Creditors are to send their names and 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Baker Philip Daniels, 
5 — residing in —— oes 22; to be SS upon, Nov. 2 at 
ta A itors not in Europe, Jan. 24, 1883; to be adjudicated u . 21, 1883, 


Wane Wrwaap Inp1aw Gotp Mrtwtwe Company, Luarrep.—Chitty, J., has fixed Tues- 
day. Aug. 22, at 12, at the chambers of Hall, V. C., for the appointment of an official 


liqu 
[ Gazette, Aug. 11.] 


Otp Owtacomss Minzs, Liurrep.—By an order made by Kay, J., dated Aug. 4, it was 
ordered that the . ound up. Powell, Kesex st, Strand, solicitor tor the 
petitioner 


© mines be wi 
Province or Vicenza Steam Teramway Company, Limrrep.—By an order made by 
—— that the company be wound up. Bellamy 
Bishopsgate st Within, solicitors for the 
(Gazette, Aug. 15.] 


County Patatine or LANcastTex. 
Lrurrep ux CHANCERY. 
Commerrciut Derostr Company, Liurrep.—Petition for winding up 
directed to be heard before the ————— at his private — Mote alse, 
Nantwich, on Aug. 21. Sephton, Li erpool, solicitor f for the petitioners 
SwypaLe Haut CoLimrr Company, pe an a an order made by the Vice-Chan- 
cellor, dated Aug. 8, it was ordered that the company be wound up, Mather, Liver- 
pool, solicitor for the petitioners 
[ Gazette, Aug. 11.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
—* —— St. Erth, Cornwall. Sept 20. Pope v Cardell, woah - 


. 8.) 
— — agg ak ee —* and Swilland, Suffolk, Farmer, Sept 20. —378 v Sion tty, 
. Brooke, ridge 

—— —— Linton st, hy ae North rd, Ost 1. Kendall v Morrison, Kay, J. 
Child and Son, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Castiz, Freperice Avecustus, St Mark’s sq, West Hackney, Ale Merchant. Oct 2. 
Castle v Castle, Chitty, J. Attlee, Billiter Pk, 

Dicxs, Joun er The Lindens, Grove —* Publisher, Oct1. Dicks v 
Dicks, Hall, Winter and Co, Bedfo 

Gavp, Weenie. ————— Halifax, Gentietian, Oct 1, Eastwood v Clark, Bacon, 
V.C. Walsham, Halifax 

Harermay, yi ng Newcastle upon Tyne, Fire oo Manufacturer, Oct 1, Graham 
v Robson, came J. Davies, Newcastle upon 

— James }- ATKIN, seer aty Monmouth, “Oct 1, Harvey v Harvey, Bacon, 

Baker, Abergavenn 

Bath, Oct J Hobbs v Cullum, Chitty, J. Millett, Old Palace yd, 


r 
Jonzs, Sampson, Rotherham, York, Innkeeper. Oct 1. Adkins v Webster, Chitty, J. 
oa S eens meaty Bedford, Gentleman. Oct1. Griffin v Porter, Chitty, J. Porter, 


— Samvzt Jorpan, Bradninch, Devon, Clerk. Oct 1. Graham v Graham, 
Gules, J. Robinson, Mitre ct chambers, Temple 
Pres, Feaxcis CuristorHzr VERNonr, Canonbury lane, Solicitor. Sept 30. Pike v 
Pike, Bacon, V.C. Smith, Lincoln’s inn fields 
— Jaxis, Tanshelf, Pontefract, York. Sept 30. Whitting v Senior, Kay, J. 
E —— —* Gent 
—— DWaRD, Bris tleman, Janill. Walker v Towse, 
J. Marchant, George rd, Lombard ere et 
manent, Be ae antage, Berks, Sept 30, Richards v Mills, Kay, J. Brabant, 
ray’s inn sq 
Taomrson, Joux, Asquith Bottom, —— Bridge, Halifax, Presser. Fept 20, Baxter 


v Thom , Chitty, J. ——— 
Wess, Josian "JoszrE, Southsea, Southampton, Gentleman, Sept 30. Webb vy Webb, 


ef mnithorne, 
Waicut, Evizazzrn, Besthorpe, Norfolk, Sept 20, Standley vy Johnson, Chitty, J. 
ymondham 


Pomeroy, W. 
(Gazette, Aug. 11.] 
iam, Grorcz Henry, Serags a st, Portman sq, Baker. Sept 20. Henderson v Aitken, 


haw, 


Bouin Jou Pasay, Tarnbam Gt Green, Esq. Sept 20. How v Bull, Chitty, J, Harries, 


Corts, Witt1aM Davis, Leytonstone, Essex, . Novi. Collins v Collins, Kay, J. 
Plunkett and , St Paul’s churchyard oe — 
* ig ee Barrow-on-H umber, Brick _ — Oct 2. Todd v Hair, Kay, J. 
verl ey 
Hazts, Eowarp Wit114M, St Ann’s ter, St John’s Wood, Gent. Oct 1. Ormandy 
Cullen, Ohitty, J. Carr, V: Piccadilly ¥ ; 


Hemineway, Josrrn, Mirfie York, Groseh Sept 15, Rushforth y Walker, Fry, J. 

weaned dineen Ey ange P York, Yi Oct 3. Den 
OLLINS, » Low Ac near Pon " 

SONNE SRE 
OWwRsLis, THomas, art Oct 2. vestment 
Building Society v Howells, Kay, J. Howell, Lianelly * 

Jonzs, ee ee” Oct 20, Dennison ¥ Coulter, Kay, J. Norwood, 

— —S Abbotsley, Huntingdon, Farmer, Oct 2. Lenton v Lenton, Kay, J. 

Lowsusr, , Hazniorr, Weston-super-Mare. Oct 16. Hooley Lyons, Kay, J. Kearsey 

Marsey, Se et Cheltenham, Secretary to a Building Society. Oct 1. 

V.0. Taynton, Gloucester sh 

mccoy is, Luer Pi Pz, Walton-on- Thames, Oct 30. McCowan vy McCowan, Kay, 

Nozrox, Gzozas, rd, —— Dealer in Artieles ot Vertu. Aug 26. 
Newton v Norton, Registrar, Brentford. Hedley aod Victoria st F 

rd, Islington, Gent. Sept 30, Oldfield v 


— bmw Ry Farmer, Sept 90, Sykes v Sykes, Kay, J. 


Carp3t 


Hosss, Axx, 


—— — — ‘Tufnell a 
Srxzs, Joszrn, ’ 
” Symonds, Bip 








Wastexat, Dame Mary Aww, Hove, Sussex. Sept 21. Gore v Tottenham, Kay, J, 
Hill Brighton 
—* [Gazette Aug. 16. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Great — Worcester, Aug 27. Darley and 








Bscxwitn, Jzsstz Hewerert 
Cumberland, John st, 


ewe esos ase, Upper Deal, Kent. Rept x Holt, Gaildtocd at Russell 8q 
Brieut, Grorex, Loughborough a. Sept 1. Savidge and Steward, thastoheap 





Corks, Cazo.inz, Tonbridge, Kent. Sept 1. and oo ree 
Covzsor, Wu114M Srerazn, Deptford, Kent, 
eee eae nik Weikittn Tork, Werdnaker, Ane sl Contes Wes 
YE. CHABL Wir, ° 
— Joux * "Handsworth, wet i Gold Chain “Man Sept 33, 


Hicx, Samus, Leeds, Gent. Oct 3. Boinion, 
— De — —— Fopstone ri Earl’s —* Lieutenant-Colonel, Sept 16, 


—— 
Hn, Hews: — — 80. onan and Co — 
Hreons, — bury, Oxford ‘kins, 
Huauns, Wits BuLxEisy, St cone wsopel. fe A.P. Ang 31. 
— Tomas CovuLton, — nr Barrow in Furness, Lancaster, Contractor 


Baffordshice: Aug 20. Hall, Bilston 
. Novi. Arkcoll and Cockell, Tooley 


Stee 
ughes 


Jounso i, THOMAS, Avenue rd, Regent's ik, 
* P 


——— Cornwall, — Ane 25. Hi and Co, Truro 
—— Victoria te ea Bhipes Sept 3 8 ae a 

ETE: — he w 
— xis px 54, Ghipowner, opt x elena and Thompson, 
— OKA, bes ree, mick Sept 1. Brockbank and Co, 


> Be Stone, Staffordshire, Gentleman. 27. 
— Scorr, Dover, Kent, Civil 5* eye 1 Fallows, Lancaster pl, 
wa wie Lion st, Sloane sq, Chelsea, Draper. Aug 25, Pittis, New- 
[ Gazette, Aug, 1.] 


Boppy, Git, Liverpool, Merchant. 
Brown, Gaones oer, South Norw ood tii Hill, ee: or anait Olerk, Sept 1, Collens, 
Gresham Guildhall 


— ae Peninsula. and ay Steam Navigation Company, Mariner, 
Came Janztra Gatti, Hartland, Devon. Mae 1, Rooker and Bonsleg, Bideford 
Southam Southampton 


Crarx, WILLI pton, t. Sept9. Robins, 
Coutxs, — st, Holborn, Builder, 4 15, Watson, Southampton 


Cooxz, Groras, , Kent, Gent. Sept 29. Hughes and King, 
Damon, ExizaBeTa Lovaut, Dorchester, Dorset: Sept1. Andrews and Dorchester 
under-Edge, Gloucester, Solicitor. Sept 29. Dauncey and 


Davuncgry, Ossorre, Wotton- 
Co, Wotton-under-Edge 
Drxor, i be pee Gent, Een 14. 4. Crumbie, York 
and —“— Norwich 


—— ray tant A was. Bae 1 Salisbury 
. is 
Fowzas, Water TruwezeEn, Harrogate, York, Gent, Sept 18. Chamberlain, Basing- 


Lavi, Sanam Morpgcar, ham. Oct1. Reece —— Co, Lem 
LicHtroor, Jaws, Melton , Leicester. mtg 1. , Oakham 
Loo! Siacst, Cromwell crescent, Kensington, out — Sept 27, Dodd, 


N 
Micrmea, Lorex Founts Ross, Bournemouth Sept 22. Mackenzie, Colby road, 


Upper 
Mew, Hewry, N Isle of —— Aug 26. Buckell, Ni 
zw, Hewny, Newport, a ug * ewport 


Mor: Jamus, Cadogan place, 
Morais, Om —B32 Oct 1. gy get 
Porz, Timoray J ony, a — 

— a ga Guilsborough, — Aes atson and Baxter, 
— Taoxas, Grasmere, Westmorland, Gent. Sept 28. Thomson and Wilson, 


Swarzrick, Ropert, ——* —— Aug = —— Manchester 


TaYtor, James Dzay, Sept 

Haxgwert, —* Novl. Turnbull and Seashonongh 
Wane eae Ra’ estmorland, Yeoman. Aug 28. ano, oar Kirkby 
Wisox, Sept 19. Bolton, Kendal 
Youre, Jonx Lavzon2, Bh wroxs, Blomfield, Maida Val, Bo Sept 1. Leathesand Maynard, 

(Gazette, Aug. 4.1 

Ato: 4. Barron, Darlington 
Anusradre, Sous, Distington, ee 8 Sept 4. Brockbank and Co, 


— —— Joxoxz, Wimbourne Minster, Dorset, Ironfounder. Sopt 9, Tanner, 

Box. Joux, Guildford, 8 52 ellersh, — 

— — Jauxs, Langroya, near ine, oS ciate. & Sept 18. Parker Stocks, 

— — — st, Clerkenwell, Licensed Victualler, Aug 24. Pope, 
ames st, — 


Corxs, CaroLine Tonbridge, Kent. Sept 1. and Walker, Tonbridge 
** AL¥RED baat Stroud, Gloucester, Soli . Aug 31, ‘Heslas and Dayis, 


¥, Celosia, Elizabeth Bay, near Sydney, New South 

* ee ee J —— New ct, Carey st — . 
— the Mont Noble Waa Wey, of, Thetford, Suffolk, Oct7, Farrer 
Garmpzop, Epwarp, Rochdale, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Sept 6, Roberts, 


Harvey, James, 8 ro gg Bultese and Rowe, Plymvuth 
Haventor, Hany Dukintell, Ghewtr, Gon 8 . Booth, Ashton-under-Lyne 





Jox, roa Queen st place 
UTToN, ’ Humber, . 12, Laverack, 
Sanaaie tebates Gt Yarihouth, Twinespinner, W dag Yarmouth 
—— Glandwr, —— a vo 
farm, ir Ropert Micuaz — Big, Bene Sept 1 a Oar Etherington, Lincoln’s 
Lane, Tx a rag 


21. ————— 


3Raetete 
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a5." aaron pres: Ang 23 at 12 at office of Reader, 


Aug. 19, 1882, THE SOLICITORS’: JOURNAL, 
sete, a ete ry A a a, | 


Mo: oan, Colonel Fuxprarex, Rast Grinstead, East Grinstead 
— Tomas, i ie. ete — 


Wi \ F 
—— — —— aaron po 


Bt 
Scare, Foster and Co, Halifax 


Lancaster, Stone Mason. Oct 1. 
—— em , Grosvenor st, Grosvenor sq, Esq. Sept 11. Soames, 
WInso. 


ay Sept 25. Queen st place 
Wes, — 


[Gasette, Aug. 8.) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


Hupparp.—Aug. 14, at No. 6, The Cloisters, Gordon-square, the wife of Geor 
Retect Haihent, osttelion fh; Chansons of ate.” = 


Kine.—Aug. 15, at “Pak allege, New Barnet, the “wife, of G. Welby Kip 
Conma thick, os of a son, ‘ ad F 


Lowr8y—SHAaw.— Py io bs ie Deloe. st Mary 7 Abbot's Kensington, Francis ae, 


- — w, to daughter of J. Whitworth Shaw, of 
JEFFERY—BARBER.—Aug. 8, at Streatham, George Ernest Jeffery, barrister-at- 
—— of a ee fntd Lado. ‘sion, t — Louisa, daughter of the late 
er, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Bankrupts, 
Farpay, Aug. 11, 1882. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proof of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
eT Edward Nunes, Leadenhall st, Metal Agent, Pet Aug 5. Pepys. Ang 23 at 
To Surrender in the 
Allmark, Samuel, Blackpool, Lancaster, Joiner. 


—— 25 at 11 
— Bristol, Licensed Victualler, Pet Aug10. Harley. Bristol, Aug 24at2 


ame Aug 9. Campbell Hulton. 


— 
k, Edwi Baker, Pet Aug. Beale. Worcester, Aug 24 at 11 
— J liam, — —— ham, Grocer. Fet Aug 9. Daggett. Newcastlo, 


le, Robert, Manchester, Cloth Agent. Pet Aug 9.'* Lister. Manchester, Aug 28 
oe York, Farmer. Pet Aug 4. Garneti-Orme. Bradford, Aug 24 


* gen, Themen Seacombe, Chester, Draper. Pet Aug 9. Williams, Birkenhead, 
ug 

— Manchester, Dealer in Pictures. Pet Aug 5. Lister. Manchester, 
pans 

Reay, Joseph, Workington, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet Aug 9. Musgrave. Cocker- 


mouth, Aug 24 at 12 
— Manchester, Merchant, Pet Aug 9, Lister, ence Soe Bees 
Tinn, Thomas (erroneously described in the London Gazette as Thomas Linn), Jarrow, 


Grocer, Pet July 22, Ingledew. Newcastle, Aug 26 at 11 
Tvuxspay, Aug. 15, 1882, 
Creditors oa —— their proofs of pes ‘the Registrar. 
m to 
To Surrender in London, 
—— ee Strand, Law Stationer. Pet Aug 11. Brougham, Aug 30 


Clifton villas, Paddington, of no occupation, Pet Aug 11. 
ee ‘Ag 30a 
Wilson, Charles, at, Billiard Table pap Pet t Aug 10. Pepys. Sept 1 atll 


; To Surrender in the Country. 

—— Northampton, Grocer. Pet Aug 12, Faulkner. Northamp- 
— Kingston, Surrey, Seed Merchant. Pet Aug 10. Bell. Kingston, Aug 
Barker, Peter, Lowestoft, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Aug 8. Worlledge. Great 

Yarmouth, 41 Aug 28 at a” ¥ — F 
— » Watford, Hertford, Grocer. Pet Aug U. Edwards, St Albans, Aug 30 
— be ny A yea Bassett, Wilts, of nooccupation. Pet Aug9, Townsend. 

Swindon, Aug 28 
Brighton, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Pet Aug 10. Jones, Brighton, 
W Sleaford, Boston, Lincoln, t o. land, 
lst la coln, Draper. PetAug9, Stanil 
* , James, Kirkheaton, York, Innkeeper. Pet Aug 10. Jones. Huddersfield, 


smith, Edwin, Hereford. Pet Aug12. Carless,jun. Horeford, Sept 6 
Taylor, R., Bristol, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Aug 14. Harley. Bristol, yo 28 at 2 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 


Farivar, Aug. 11, 1882. 
Hart, James, sees Dieminghem, Travelling . Aug 3 
Jessop, Robert 7 ea and Matton deer J : » Holborn Viaduct, Wholesale 
Jewellers, Aug 9 
Tvuxspay, Aug. 16, 1882, 
Maggs, Oliver, Bourton, Dorset, Flax Spinner. Aug. 8 


Liquidations by 
FIRST MEETINGS OF OREDITORS., 
PB coo Aug, 11, 1882, 


Chester, out of vies 
— Maes Ww business. Aug 23 at 3 at office of Da 





Baker, Austin Herbert, Kington Magna, Dorset, Baker. Aug 19 at Lat office of Venn, 
Gen, ae, omy arn 0 Aug 29 at 11 at office of Webb and 
— on ——7 , Royston, Cambridge, Gent, Sept at 3 at office 


Charles John 
King's Arms Bodmin, Comma, — Ang 21 at office of 


a eT of Sherrard, 
— — Ang 23 at 3 at office of 


Builder, Aug 28 at 2 at office of Norton, Queen st, Cheap- 
— Hulme, Manchester, Provision Dealer. Aug24at 3 at omee of Sutton 


—— Lock Maker, biped yong eal 24 at 12 at office of 
Peg Smeg) Ryland and Co, st, 
illiam "Henry! Kingwou-apen Hull Teor. Aug 19 at 3 at office of Singleton, 


————— 
Pea Siemans orse Dealer. Aug 28 at 10,30 at office of Walters, St Mary 
Dewrance, V Barrow-in-Furness, Clothier. 25 at 3 at Grosvenor Hotel, 
—— — Dealer. ———— 
Waterloo st, Birmingham ; r 


Robert Btailey, Now Brom Kent, Watchmaker. Aug 31 at$ at King’s 
Rawards, Lindley, eto Rochester, ſ— ‘Aug 30 at 11 at office of Cooke, 
— Cob Cobridge, Burslem, Stafford, Joiner. Aug 22 at 11.30 st office of 
nena thc corte, thee, Aug 25 at 11 at Law Institution, Albion pl, Leeds, 
sl diam Frisington, Cumberland, Joiners, Ang 25 at 11 at 
rgirex, Thomas Youph, Edgware rd, Cutler, Ang 18 at 12 st office of Sampson, 
Gann, Thomas, Great Dunmow, Hasex, Wiggle. Aug 24 at 2 at office of Moss, Grace- 
Hand, Peter, North Coekington, Linooln, Farmer. Aug 26 at 11 at office of Tweed and 
— illiam, Milnsbridge, Huddersfield, Builder. Ang 23 at 3 at office of 

—— —5— may oo 
Licensed. Victualler. Ang 24 at 2.90 ab office of 
— — lumber, Aug 22 at 4at office of Falkner and Owen, 


— nry, Stamford st, Blackfriars, Auctioneer. Aug 21 at 2 at office of King- 
—F wrence }: 


* 


— 


Hind, ‘William Anderson, Burton upon Stather, Lincoln, Farmer. Ang 29 at 12. at Yar. 
* Pasty, Lin ingen uo Hull Bacon Pasta Ang att Incorporated Law 
Hutchinson, John, Stockton on Tees, Painter, Aug 25 at 11 at office of Hunton and 
— Sand Durham, Clothier, Aug 26at 10at Sunderland County 
Court, Sunderland. | Seot, South 


a ie ai a eee ——s 
Dental Surgeon. Sept 1 at 12 at Albion Hotel, 


— ero and Butter Dealer. Aug 28 at 11 at St John’s 
— st, Burslem. Tomkinson and Furni 
Marsh, John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Engraver. Aug 25 at3 at office of Malam, Ex- 
change Flags, Blackburn 


— — ng ne eg House Decorator, Aug 18 at 11.30 at 
naw, Thin, Lots, Bos re‘Aug 29.at 9 at office of Brooke, East 
parad 


8, 
— William Will and Edward Wade 


chante, “sopi ates ias of Court Hotay Lincoln's tan See Woulle end Ben, 
— Maria, Batcombe, Somerset. Aug 26a 11 at office of Clark, Union st, 
re —— hilus, Preston, Lancaster, Steel Merchant. Aug 20 at 3 at office 


Peacock, Hoary, og Gt Ayton, York, Stationer, Aug 21 at 3 at office of Draper, 
— — a, John, Little Marlow, Buckingham, Farmer. Aug 23 at 3 at office of Raw 
Prima, Heay Beiton, Louguborongh 16, Butler: Aug 18 at 12 at office of Ody, Black- 


Quin, James, Workington, Cumberland,” Draper. Ang 26 at 3 at office of Atter, New 
— E vo thy os cel ristol, Bookseller. Aug 28 at 12 at offce of Benson and 


on —* 

— —A——— 
Reid, Haber 5 Lancaster, Travelling Auctioneer, Ang 24 at 3 at office of 

J — Manchester 
— = ae, va Cumberland, Grocer. Ang 25 at 12.at office of Fidler, 
—— * —— Hants, Baker. Ang 28.at3 at Bear Hotel, Havant, Jan- 
Ratt, Shalem: aig —— Aug 24 at 2 at Crown Inn 
Birmingham, Ironfounder, Aug 25 at 11 at office of Ansell, Waterloo 


st, rainghen 
— Janey Stnietion coker, Fine Pilot, Aug 23 at 18 at office of 
Slater, Wil ———— — — Knife Cutlers. Aug 24 
at Fat oc se Banay and Co eae sie. Beene Mason, Aug 24 at 3 at office of 


Heap, Lord st, Rochdale 
Symes, William Scott, eg gg Aug 23 at 11 at office of 


taylon’ Charles —— ot 5 Spano — 
i Cheapeise Cippe, Flint Warmer, Ang 28 at 3 ab ofloe of Roberts, Hall 


—* 
Henry, Melincrythan, Glamorgan, Builder. Aug 23 at 11 at office of 
ve a — Aug 21 ab 2 at office of Francis, 
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Wateon, Charles, Ash ah next Sand! ¢ Kut, Grover, Aug 31 at d at Guildhall Ooffes 
Tova, Baker, Ate 90 at $ as Mesons'iHiail Tavern, 


Watson, J: Rises, King's 2 
— — 12 ab office of Beaton anid Adeock, | pintt 
big m= 4 


Aug. Fe ess 
Adams, Harry, Devonport, Devon, Baker 3 at ll at Bank of England chmbrs, 
Sg My iy Aug 90 at $ at office of Hincks, Bowling 
Bradley, Lin, Rontieek, Psshesie, Aug 29 at 3 at office of Wilkinson; Kirkgate, 
Brace, Thomas, Chi Cam Gloucester, Tailor, Aug 26 at 1.80 at Laygon Arms, 
Con Ww , Woolwich, Kent, ,Tobacconist, Aug 28 at$ at office ‘of Christmas, 
Champion, Edric Parker, Pancras lane, China Door Furniture Dealer, Sept 4 at 3 at 
— st, Red Libn sq, Plumber. Aug 20 at 10 at office of Day; South- 
Cobo Marks, Manchester, Cldtsiet, Ang 28 at 3 ab office of Rideal, Brazennoss st, 
Béwees, Beth, Miliner: Aug 28 at 11,30 at Arundel Hotel, Arundel st; Strand. 
Oeil nso se Yoskagy pre’ ne Meter Aug 90 at 2 at Cannon st 
,Farmer, Aug 30 at 3.30 at Office of Rumney; Wal- 


* John, Cheshunt, 
, and William. Cooper, Leeds, Steel 


meg he Greenwood, Marmaduke 
its. Aug 28 at 3 at Law Institute, ii pl, Leeds, Rider, Leeds 
Wil , Builders. Aug 80 at 3 at 


Craven, Thomas, and William Craven, Pendleton, 
office of Fountain st, Manchester 
Bradford, York, Tailor. Aug 29 at 11 at office of Bevétley and Co, 


Farrar and Hall, 
— 
Dun bal — — — 75 4 28 at 3 at oles of Lecthing, 
— iy Sickoeeesd. Jeeahed oa Pugh, Bir enhiead Tas 1 
— aR Grove, Sheldon st, Bishepte — —— Ang 24 at 8 at office of 
Ellis, —— and Edward Robert Guiver Ellis, Elmar rd, West Greén, Totten- 
ham, Aag 2% at 2 at offices of Dubois,’ Serjeatt’s inn, Chancery laze. 
Dubois and Be Reid, Pancras inns, Queen st 
—— ghton, Radnor, Licensed Victualler. Aug 25 at 12 at Norton Artis 
in. Treen 
, William, Salford, Lancaster, Coal Dealer; Atg 20 at $ at offices of Han- 
sos weedecion Gs ra, Holl 7 at 2 at 
George, Loraine olloway, Commission Agent. Sept 
offices of Cotton, St Martin's le Grand , 
cs oR RRRNR Sept 1 at 11 at offices of Leyland, Mosley 
* near Leeds, Fatmer, Aug 20 dt 11 at offices of Butler and Mid- 
— 
ft Warwic! Aug 28 
eye cr hand Susannah Yallam, Leamin — eee 
—* Spencer, Dar! Durham, Fishmonger, Aug 90 a6 11 at offices of 
venson, 
Grueber, Charles George, Fins' bh Finsbu , Solicitor, Aug 25 at offices 
of Tarner, Berjeants inn, Chancery —— tides, Vin Of tn tan rf 
—— bab ah Oreett st, Now — &, Chiuaiag Babe —— — Aug % at 3 at 
office o! 
George, Worcester Y.-L Aug 28 at 11 at offices of Tree and Son, High st, 
—— Edward Alfred, —— Sebaccontet, Aug 28 at 12 at officés of Bavin and 
Da: Exchange st, Norwic 
Commercial rd, East, Baker. Aug 25 at 3 at offices of Wilson, 
Old Jewry chmbrs. Jackson, Union — Old Broad st 
, Albert Charles Clements, Fi ower’ Market, Covent Garden, Florist. Aug 30 at 
‘offices of Groom, Worm wood st. Da st 
Jona Herat st, Colum —— — Couch Maker Fr Shah 
Faker, Sermons pe Maly 
thoes ok t Becks, 
aq, Pianoforte Manufacturer. Aug 28 at 2 at 
Jomo, award, Northampton, out of business. Sept 6 at 8 at 145, 
Jenkin Waiter abe Keio, Tek, Draper. Aug 29 at 12 at offices of Harrop 
Jones, William Henry, and Ben: F Henieein Barber, —— Falies, ——— Hill, Refresh- 
ment Contractors. Bept 8 at 2 at Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Sturt, Iron- 
htley, foie te ys, Agent. Sept 6 at 12 at 269, High Hol- 
born. Peacock and —— 
McKellar, John, James Patrick, and Archibald McKellar, West Ham, Essex, Builders. 
wane “pop ad Soon 8 — Silk Aug 28 at 3 
2 ee tu! C) at 
ag a la 


— 
—— em, Charis John, Hp Hand pk tar, N Mg hl oot of basins, Ang 94 Bt a 


— — Ang 26 at 1 at office of 
Pie Willen in award, Islington, Cheesemonger. Aug 26 at 3 at office 


Hotel, 
Fazaker 


offi of Williams, Alfred ply Bed 
ces ‘ord 
ard, Peterborough, N 





— — Aug 29 at 12 at Anchor Hotel, . 
— ——— 30 at 3 at office of Mel 
notion, tecceaeaen. sgn, ‘Whi "Bat office of Welaby 
—535 atatloner. Atty as at 19 at offlde of Robinisom, Chet 
—— — villas, New Southgats, Builder, Abg 25 at8ht@ 
Price, Francla, Brit, Baker Lows Witnglon aa of Clifton and Carter, Broed 
Soa Pieghuee, Hashionn, Suffolk, Farmer, Sept 5 at lat White Lion Hotel, # 
Rhodes, Arthur, Leeds, Atictionser, Ang 28 at 11 at office of Wells, —— 
Roberts, William Henry, Halton, nr Leeds, Post office Clerk. Aug 28 at 12 at office of 
Rabon, Join Thomas, Det om of business, Aug 28 at 2 at offices of Pullan, Albion 
— —— m, Windsor, Berks, Dentist. Aug 28 at 3 at offices of Phillips and Ford, 
Racy Heretor, Blacksmith. Aug 29 at 11 at offices of Minett and’ 
Commission Merchant, Aug 28 at 2 at offices of F 


Satmuel, Alfred, Li 
Dale st, ——— 
er: Soe, Farmer. Aug 25 at 8 at the Lionand 
—— Lewis, Stratford 
Ba Ord, and Nephi Pickup, Manchester, General Warehousemen, Sept i 
at re Hota gs: ‘ayne and Galloway, hester ; 
Tete Lee ork, Fishmonger. Aug 25 at 3 at Offices of Kaberry,. 
——— Witney, Omer’, Auctioneer. 
Chi: ping 


Aug 25 at 11 at Crown and Cushion - 
p Norton. 
Slipper, John and 


Kilby and Mace, Tan eal Norton 
— ee oe of Gully and Gould, Queen st, —— Reed and Wayman, Down. 


ham, Norfolk, Butchers. fue & 26 

Smith, ——— Bristol, Baker. Aug 24 at 2 at office of Collins, Broad st, Bristol 
Clifton an , Bristol 

ge Chavies, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 28 at 2 at ‘office of Benson and Car. 

r, Bank’ chmbrs, Bristol 
salle, "Philip Walter,” King’s rd, Faliam, Corn Dealer. Aug 25 * 2 at offices of 
Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside. Dear, Gresham 

Summerell, James, St Ervan’s rd, North Kensington, Tarpaulin —————— Aug 
2% at 12 at office of Sampson, Mary arylebone rd 

Timothy, William, Salford Priors, Warwick, Roman Catholic Priest. Aug 25 at 11 at | 
office of Griffiths, Chipping Cam 

Tomlinson, — — r, Currier. Aug 30 at 12 atoffice of Hincks, Bowling 


Green st, Leicester 
Tomlinson, John, Liverpool, Grocer’s Assistant. Aug 25 at 2 at office of Wood, Church 
st, Sheffield. and Gerst, Liverpool 
Wedgwood, Samuel, Chester, Baker. Aug 25 at 2 at office of Royle, Newgate streot, © 
— 25 — Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 28 at 2 at office of 
Wilson, John, Darlington, Durham, Chemist. Aug 26at1 at Railway Station Hotel, | 
Yor! 


Barron, Darlington a 
Wilson, Newton, ‘and Albert Hoster, High Holborn, Mechanical En — Aug 30 
3 ae office of Andrews and » lronmonger lane. Freeman ap Winthrop, Beatora : 
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SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA, 


Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


«gmap te Fo eat 


fectly 
So; Estimates and 
nishing 


bal eae 


—“ 
—— » 58, 64., Ac. by Chemists 





ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
submitted free for entirely Fur- 

Offices, &c. 
ree —— & HOUSE REPAIRS.- 


, THextor, & Peart, 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE — | MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of t ' 
ital heneh h, Corporation of London, &eo, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY conus, 
ESTABLISHED 1669. ; 

04, OHANCERY LANE, LONDON. — 


— — — bm | and 
aGs SHOW ROOMS. 


Court-rosd, London, W. 
Warehoured or Removed 








